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II. Remarks 

The Applicants thank Primary Examiner Philogene for the case interviews 
conducted during the week of January 31, 2005. In the interviews, the Applicants 
and the Examiner agreed that the current amendments to independent claims 1, 21, 
and 22 (provided above) distinguishes over the cited art, but a new isearch may be 
conducted. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected and pending. By this Paper, claims 1, 21, and 22 
have been amended consistent with the discussions during the case ntervlews with 
the Examiner. A listing of the pending claims has been provided above. With the 
amendments and remarks provided herein, Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and a withdrawal of all rejections. 



Claim Rejections ~ 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1, 2. and 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §10i>(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,096,053 to Bates {Bates). As mentioned above, 
independent claim 1 has been amended as agreed by the Examiner. More 
specifically, claim 1 has been amended to recite "an elongate ccntrol member 
continuously extending to an atraumatic distal tip section" and "a grasping portion 
attached to the elongate control member and located proximal *;aid distal tip 
section." As discussed and agreed during the case interviews. Bates does not teach 
such limitations. Thus, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and a 
withdrawal of the rejection to claim 1 . 

Moreover, claims 2 and 4-6 generally depend from amended c'aim 1 . Thus, 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and a withdrawal of thn rejections to 
claims 2 and 4-6. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,330,484 to Gunther et al. (Guntt.er). Claim 3 
generally' depends from amended claim 1. Moreover, the combination of the cited 
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references does not teach or suggest all the elements of claim 3. Additionally, the 
combination provides no motivation to incorporate all the limitations of claim 3. 
Thus, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and a withdrawal of the 
rejection to claim 3. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,264,664 to Avellanet (Avellanet). Claim 7 
generally depends from amended claim 1. Moreover, the combination of the cited 
references does not teach or suggest all the elements of claim 7. Additionally, the 
combination provides no motivation to incorporate all the limitations of claim 7. 
Thus, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and a withdrawal of the 
rejection to claim 7. 

Claims 8-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being un unpatentable 
over Bates in view of U.S. Patent No. 05,098,440 to Hillstead (Hillstead). Claims 8- 

20 generally depend from amended claim 1 . Moreover, the combination of the cited 
references does not teach or suggest all the elements of claims 8-20. Additionally, 
the combination provides no motivation to incorporate all the [imitations of claims 8- 
20. Thus, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and a withdrawal of the 
rejections to claims 8-20. 

As for independent claims 21 and 22, claims 21 and 22 have teen amended 
in accordance with the discussions during the case interview. More specifically, 
each of claims 21 and 22 have been amended to recite that the elongated member 
is "continuously extending" to a distal tip section and that the grasping portion is 
"attached to the elongate control member and located proximal" the distal tip section. 
The combination does not teach or suggest the limitations recited in e>ach of claims 

21 and 22. Additionally, the combination provides no motivation to incorporate such 
limitations. Thus, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration anc a withdrawal 
of the rejections to claims 21 and 22. 
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Conclusion 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully assert that claims 1-22 are now in a 
condition for allowance and such action is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Februarys, 2005 /7^P^2^ 

Date Lawrence G. Almeda (Reg. No. 46. 1 51 ) 



BRlNKfl 
HOFER 



-9- 



PAGE 10/10* RCVDAT 2/81200$ 2:32:44 PM [Eastern Standard Time] » SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1J1 ' DNIS:8729306 » CSCD:17349946331 ■ DURATION (mm-ss):0246 



